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REMARKS 



TO THE FIRST OFFICE ACtlON OF THE UNITED STATES PATENT 



AND TRADEMARK OFFICE RELATED TO THE PATENT APPLICATION NO 



10/563,812 



1.-ln 
amended pag 
page 1 1 . This 
facilitate the 
abstract show 



The 
those aspects 
reflected in 



th* 



Regarc fng 
Information Disclosure 



2.- Regarding 
objected to 
amended 



abstract, 



arrangement 
those sugges 



ENTITLED "MATTRESS WITH INDEPEND ENT AND DETACHABLE 



PARTS", DATE DECEMBER 17. S!007 



relation to the Application document please, 
js 1^7 of specification, 8-9 of claims and 1C 
is the clean specification. Also, to comply 
examining process, there is attached the* 
ng addition and deletion of text. 



fj'nd attached to this remarks 
of abstract Please, cancel 
^vith the patent rules, and to 
specification, claims and 



mo e 



aipended claims have been written in a 
like procedures or advantages and limiting 
application specification regarding to the 



point 2 of the Examiner communication 
Statement along with copies each 



concise way, eliminating 
their contents to what is 



rmttress. 



cited 



, find also attached the 
foreign patent. 



because 



point 3 of the Examiner communication 
it exceeds the 150 words maximunp 
:, page 10, with 132 words. 



3.- Regarding point 4 of the Examiner communication 



c f the specification is suggested by the 
tons and consequently the proposed 
amended in p* ges 1-7 of the specification, 8-9 of claims 
Also, tie disclosure is objected to because 
informalities have been amended in page 5. 



4. 

VELCRO is 
comment 
term along the 
and loop 



fasteners 



Regarding point 5 of the Examiner 

in the application in lowercase letters 
effort made to prevent their use...°, the 
specification, claims and abstract, replacing 



i, where the abstract is 
, the applicant submits an 



where a different 
Exaiininer, the applicant accepts 
section headings have been 
ari|d 10 of abstract, 
several informalities. These 



used 



evey 



communication, where the trademark 
a id in view of the Examiner 
applicant has eliminated this 
it with the expression "hook 
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5.. 

objected to 

indentation, 
claim 1, 



Regarding point 6 of the B* m - 



6.- 

objected to 
Claim 1, which 



Regarding point 7 of th P 

^> -use there is a period fn 7ne7 ZTV^ ^ «*« 1 * 
" *x* not include this penod. ^ ^ haS Worde ^ amended 



7 

objected 



Regard 



because 



According 



8.- 

rejected under 
Claims 1 and 3 
The applicant 
Velcro has been 
have been omitted 



Claims 2, 
included in the 
objected to 
maintaining the 



'n the case 
Cairn 2 has been 
and a narrower 

°"fy "natural osynth 
of the disclosure, 



In the case 
Claim 4 has been 



of 



comm jnicat 



ton. where claims are 
should be separated by a line 
• '• e - to the amended 



applicable, 



'''ng point 8 of the Pv Q ~- 
m . Ine examiner commim 

^~, esinllnes12andi9 -3 



M u.s.c"™ LIT E " aminer ~ m ™K«« 

'-•"e«.e.e m -^ f : ara9raPhaSb * 
„r~« . ""serotype or similar- rei 

t from the amended claims. 



has 



ndering 
expressions 



and 4 have been cancelled but 
amended claim 1 For th . ' bUt the,r es 

of that content hi re8S0n ' When 
> inth- 6 a PP Hc ant will ( 

-the Pow where the Examiner deals 



sar ie 



Claim 2 the phrase , 



4 *"*— *««-r W riders 



canceled 



caWon, where Claim 3 is 
3 has been canceled. 



ton, claims 1-6 are 
"definite. | n particular, 
~ the claims indefinite, 
'n fact, the term 
the terms type or similar 



essential content has been 

r_ e of these c,aims is 

it. ff interested in 

w/ti it. 



defend 



renders 



amended 



on 



the claim indefinite, 
'on "elastic material" 
»oed claim 1 recites 
Page 3, lines 22-23 



the claim indefinite. 
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In the 
This phrase 



jase of Claim 5 the phrase "other elements* 
" been omitted in the amended Claim 5. 



has 



9.- With 
5 are rejected 
limitation "it", th 
canceled. 



Refa, 



10.- 

rejected under ; 
bed" for which 
expression "a 
along said edge 
18 of the 



specification 
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l enders the claim indefinite. 



communication 



respect to point 10 of the Examiner w „ 

^der 35 U.S.C.112, second paragraph 
s term has been omitted in the amended 



claim 



communication 



larding point 11 of the Examiner w 

5 U.S.C.112, second paragraph, because it 
there is insufficient antecedent, the ap, 
ttress that avoid children falling off the bed" 
areas" in the claim. This expression is 



supported 



11- In reft irence now to point 1 2 nf .h« ■= 
are rejected und« r 35 U S C 1 12 1 1 '"^ ^ 

indefinite and repL vZf bsraus 5 



in the amended cl.iims. 



reference 



12.- in 
1 and 3 are rejected 
trademark/trade 
point 4. 



na rne 



13.- Point 1< 
not meet the 
Bridiey, US Patent 



Regarding 
the same composifJo 
this assertion beca 



US 3 



nowto point 13 of the Examiner con 
under 35 USC119 « a 

VELCRO, this term has been replaced 



where claims 4 and 
because they recite the 
5 and claim 4 has been 



. where Claim 6 are 
recites the limitation "the 
has replaced the 
with "a barrier is made up 
on page 4, lines 15- 



apf'licant 



communication 



'» where claims 
3 they are narrative and 
worded every claim to 
numeric references, 
ter has been introduced 



comm jnication 



where claims 
they contain the 
as explained above in 



b« cause 



No 



of the Examiner communication states tha 
requirements of 35 USC icw/m * 

■ 5.581,832. ^ b6CaUSe ^ 



Claim 



1. the Examiner states that Bridiey c 
; as that of the present ap pHcatlon . ^ 



Claims 1 and 3-6 do 
were anticipated by 



disposes 
apf licant 



a mattress with 
disagrees with 



i 
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a) Brie ley discloses an enfant support whereas the application mattress is 
applicable to people of any age, healthy o- ill. submitted to surgery, 
har dicapped or in any other condition 

b) Brie ley discloses an enfant support to limit enfant movement from laying on 
its side (col. 2, lines 2-4), while the application mattress adjusts pressures, 
supports, etc., without any limitations to movements of the resting person 



c) Briiiley discloses an enfant support where 



tioned: the abdominal support at a fixed portion (col. 2, lin. 36-37), and 



he adjustment means are 



back support at a selected distance (co 
ication mattress is configured in free way 



variable shapes, variable resiliencies and assembling support parts on 



a mattress adequate to a 



predetermined positrons or not. In few words, 
part cular body needs without any restriction, 
d) Brid ey discloses an enfant support where the eLfant is positioned between 
an abdominal support and a back support^ 
"ind<jpendent and detachable parts" of the 



application mattress supports a human body of imy age on the independent 
and W ~*~~ U - U| - — 



detachable parts 



In summary, the applicant deems that the novel 
essence of the invention is expressed in Claim 1 "said sele 
said independent and detachable parts on said base, a 
on a particular body is formed", that is, a mattress 

>ody resting on it. This is supported, for 



of a particular 



and page 3. lin js 26-31 of the specification. 



In the c 
between base 
a reference is 



mended claim 1, the listing order of 
independent parts because, in the 
to the independent part that for this 



and 



made 



Regarding 



continuous or 
detachable 
mentioned 
included in the 



pars 
befc re 



configurable 



reason 



2, lin. 44-45), while the 
using variable positioning, 



being this supports the 
Bridley's invention. The 



feature 



which constitutes the 
ftion and said placement of 
mattress adapted for resting 
according to the needs 
example, on page 6, lines 29-31 



components have been altered 
paragraph regarding to the base, 
are firstly mentioned. 



to Claim 3, the Examiner states that 
jeparated fabric ...(30 and 32)...al/ows pla 
' " • ^ whatever position of said upper 

. claim 3 has been cancelled, but since 
amended claim 1, some arguments against 



in Bridley "a plurality of 
ifi ing said independent and 
.sjurface of said base". As 
its essential content is 
this statement follow. The 



21/04/2008 19:01 914157091 EUROPEAN ATTORNEYS 

3est Available Copy 



PAG. 09/33 



disagreement with this assertion because 
positioned: the abdominal support at a fixed 



applicant is in 
Bridley are 
the back suppcjrt 
17 of Bridley's 
are mentioned 
'east, a continuous sheet as claimed in the application. 



at a selected distance (col. 2, lin. 44-45). 
specification three, spaced apart, hook and ]} 
twice. If they are positioned spaced apart . 



the adjustment means of 
posijtion (col. 2, lin. 36-37), and 



Also, in column 4, lines 1- 
fpop fastener strips (30, 34) 
the strips do not form, at 



each 



On the other hand, the Examiner statement " 
adherent complementary fabric being the same dimension z 
independent ard detachable part" applied to Bridley's 
applicant opinion because in Figures 1-7 there are three 
the abdominal z nd back supports covering a little portion of 



provided with 
content is 
follow. According 
the back and 
application may 



support can be 
cushion, seat, e 
Figures 1-7. Thv 



Regarding claim 4, the Examiner states that Bridle} 
le fasteners. Claim 4 has been cancelled 
included in the amended claim 1, some arguments 
to paragraphs col. 3, lines 11-15, col. 4, lir|es 
Abdominal supports features individual coviers 
have an outer cover including all components 



of said sheets of auto 
said lower surface of the 
invehtion, is not correct in the 
attached to the base of 
ihese bases. 



stft ps 



Regarding claim 5, the Examiner states that Bridley 



used by means of adequate choice of 
> c. for resting an adult or child's body, 
» applicant disagrees with this opinion „„, 
reference, only kfers to infants of different sizes, and not 
seems difficult t> use the constraining supports and the b 
cushion, seat, armrest, etc. since it lacks of an uniform 
arm, leg, etc. 



resting the body 



Regardin 3 
independent anc 
edge of the mai tress 
that... the independent 
Note that in the 
"placing independent 



discloses that the enfant 
di/nensions and shapes, as 
according to col. 2, lines 1-5 and 
>: a) Bridley, in the cited 
to other bodies, and b) it 
se member of Bridley as 
continuous surface for 



because 



and 



claim 6, the Examiner states that Bridley 
detachable parts of greater height than the; 
a mattress that avoids children of th 
parts would be capable of preventing 
amended claim 6 such advantage has be&n 
and detachable parts of greater heig 



discloses an outer cover 
. but since its essential 
against this statement 
35-38 and Figures 5-6, 
. The mattress of the 
inside. 



! Jiscloses "that by placing 
others in the areas of the 
e bed is formed.... Note 
children falling off a bed". 

omitted, now claiming 
it in edge areas of said 
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parts would be 
first part of the fc 



This 



6 

mattress, a barier is made up along said edge areas- 
page 4, lines 115-17 of the description. The applicant 

capable of preventing children falling off a b 
xaminer's statement, since there are not 



concedes 



- heights than Qthgrs. In fact, in Bradley's invention there are 

Qn/J »xi - 



and no other paits and additionally their dimensions are H . 
lines 49-53 and j>n the other hand, these parts can not be 
he abdomjna| support flt g fixed gogitjon 
selected distant 2, (in. 44-45). 



of the base but 
back support at j 



14.- In 
is rejected under 
discloses the 
other type that 
independent and 
since its essential 
against this 
independent and 
truncated conical 
materials". This is 



ref srence 



applies nt 



The 

invention because 
are rectangular 
inches and 3-4 



incf les 



inc epe 
can 



statement 



over 



now to point 15 of the Examiner 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
1 " !ndent P arts being of a shape selected 
deform elastically when submitted to a 
detachable parts being variable. Claim 2 
* content is included in the amended cla 

' follow. Note that the amended 
detachable parts are selected from K 
Or truncated pyramidal shapes and from 
Supported on page 3. lines 18 and 22-23. 



claim 



change is supported on 
that the independent 
d, but disagrees with the 
detachable parts of greater 
anly two detachable parts 
perfectly defined in column 4, 
positioned along the edges 
(4* 2, lin. 36-37), and the 



conijmunication, were claim 2 
Bridley reference which 
from prismatic... or any 
load... the height of said 
lias been cancelled, but 
im 1, some arguments 
1 only recites "said 
prismatic, cylindrical, and 
or synthetic latex 



natural 



^ disagrees with the above mentioned,, 
tne shapes of the parts are established in 
■ u an inclined face and cylindrical, with 
(diameter). 



wi!h 



features 



column 



respective 



matenal of the .niependent parts". The applicant disaar, 
because in co.u m n 4, iines 35-38. Bndtey dishes 
abdominal and supports. ^pncitiy 



In view of 
reconsideration and 



trie 



foregoing remarks, the appficant hereby 
prompt allowance of the claims. 



to 
ees 



which 



applied to Bridley's 
4, lines 49-53 and 
heights of 4-5 



explicitly disclose the 
with this assertion 
materials form the 



respectfully requests 



